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ABSTRACT ' : ^ 

A representative sample of 987 entering fteshien (45 
percent male aq£ 55 perceht female) at the University of Haryland, 
College Park (dUCP) , were surveyed regarding their attitudes and. 
demographic characteristics during" two-day summer orie nation, 
sessions* The typical DHCP freshman was from an upper-aiddle class 
home, earned at least a B average in high school* and vas optimistic 
in his or her expectations of' acadeiic a^nd, social life at college* 
Ttt£-*jpical fresha'dn planned: to live in tfce university residence 
^a lis and ekpected to become involved in student activities , but did 
not plpn'to work during th£ school year. Thirty-three percent of the 
students surveyed stated that getting a better job iras their main 
re.ason for going to college* OHCJP in particular vas chosen mostly fgz 
its good academic reputation (by 29 percent o£ the Students) and its 
ilovftuition (14 percent). It vas .t hp J^nitia^ choice of school for 
*pst of those surveyed; 5 5> percent indicated DHCP as .i£ei£ first 
choice and/24 percent as their* aecptfd choice. Compared to national 
norms, the 1960 freshman class at DHCP vas similar to entering 
freshmen at other public universities. A, shared concern jras ^their 
ability to finance their college education* De ^graphically # the 0HCP 
sample vas slightjy 'different from th^jtrational sample in. that it 
included somevhat mor« mfnorip? students ' and vas soaevhat more, 
affluent. (Author/LBL) / w . 
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^ • - Summary 

(l representative sample of 987 -entering freshmen (45Z ©ale jind 552 female) 
* 

at^ the University of. Maryland, College Park (UMCp) were surveyed regarding 
^their attitudes fcnd ^demographic^ charact»4stic8 during two-day cummer 
orientation aessipns, * * 

The typical UMCP freshban was from an upper-middle class home, earned at 
least a B average in high school,and was optimistic in his or her expectations 
of academic and social life at college'. The typical freshman; aC^UMO? planned* 
to live ^ the University residence hall's and expected to get 'involved m 
t student activities, buj did not plan to work during the school yeat., 
^ Thirty-three percent of the students surveyed stated that getting a better 
-job wa9_their main reason for gping to -college. ' UMCP, in particular, was 
chosen mostly for its good academic reputation (by 29Z of the students! and its 
low tuition (14Z). ' UMCP was the initial* choice of school for 'most of those 
surveyed, 55Z indicated UMCP as their first choiee*and 24% as their second 
choice, . • 

* ■ • ■ ■ ■ 

Compared to national norms, the 1980 freshman class at UMCP was similar to 
entering freshmen at other public universities. Li,ke UMCP students , freshmen 

■ * 

nationally teflde"d to be optimistic about their futuresind cited 'similar reasons 

* . ' \ 

for chooaing* their particular school. A shared concern, ;however, was their. 

• * 

ability, to finance their college education/ Demographic-ally, the UMCp sample 
was- slightly different from the national sample in that.it included somewhat ■ 
more minority atudenta and, wad aomewhat toor& affluent. 



Each year the University New-Student Qensus (UNSC) is administered to a 
representative sample * of entering* freshmen who attend a two-day summer 
orientation grogr/tm at the University of Maryland. College Park (UMCP)« The 
descriptive data in. this" report is^based on the Fal^, 1980 freshen •classj in 
seme cases percentages may not sum to 100% due to rounding or "other" responses 
some items, * 



j \ 
General D escription ' 
^ 1 * \ 



1 
* 



The-4980 sample cos'isted of 987 enteji«Qg lreshmen^5% males and 55% 



femalss. The .mean SAT scores for the total class was 965 total M SAT* VERBAT** 

456 And SAT-MATH * 510, • , ' 

■ » « * ■ » 

' The sample was 82% white, 1 1% black, 3% Qriental and 3% Hispanic' The 

religious affiliation of students was 302 CathoUc, 22% Protestant; 19% Jewish, 
' «, ' ' ' r '4 

14% other, and 13% npne« Although only one percent of the total sample, 
described themselves as physically handicapped, 18% of 'these students reported 
they had experienced some lo£s of sight, 20% fndicated that they were legally 
blind, 3% had some lo^s of hearing, and 3% Reported a speech' difficulty, A 
handicap requiring ttfie use of a wheelchair was indicated by three students in 

■. ' . ' ■ i * - • * 

the survey. % ' > 

Compared to 1979 national norms for all freshmen (Xstin, King, <& 
Richardson, 1979), UMCP students surveyed were relatively jnot;e affluent than 

students at other public universities, . , M 

" * . ■ 

The median family incomer in the Astin sample was about $25,38p, while the 

median family income in the UrfCP sample was $32,475. A full 25% of the UMCP 

■ . * . # f * 

sample reported that they did not krfow their' patents * income* however, 

* . * ■ ' . to * * ' tot * " * 

The majority % (59%) expected to be living, in the University -residence 

; « - • *■ ' 

halls, 263>with their pareritp ot other relatives, 5% planned to share a hous^ 
or "apartment, 2% planned on living in a fraternity .or sorority, another 2% In a 



. room in a private house and IX pLanned to live ilone in an apartment.. Although 

i * ' ' \ 

, most students would be living on-campus, 172 of those living off-campus would 

be within 10 miles of the [University and 142 would be living between 10 and 50 
oilers from campus.. 1 " ' * * 

,When asked what contributed most to the^r development during the past, 

» . ■. 

year, 202 of the student cited job experience, 202 cited social'life, 1^2. said 
new friendships majtef while others cited activities related to school (72 said 
course work, 72 said independent study or research, and 62 said contact witK 
teachers and counselors). ■ 

Students in the Behavioral and Social Sciences wer^ most likely to cite 
job experience, as were students in the Mathematical and Physical Sciences and 
Engineering division (compared to all other divisions). Social" life was most 

often cited by students in*Geoeral Studies, HuraaA and Community -Resources and 

\ r« ' , * * v 

Allied Health, who also selected friendships made. Friendships made was. also 

chosen by Human and Community Resources and Mathematical and Physical Sciences ' 

/and Engineering students. Course work was most often selected as most' 
* » . * * * 



A 



important by Allied Health and Agricultural and Life Saiences students 4 ^ 
compare^ to ail other divisions ^see Table 1)". - * 

More tharv one-third of the sample (402) graduated fxom a high school class 



- r \ -r w~ i £i uviuay^u <x 111 

yfJOO-499, 232 frana class of 100-299, and 20)|from a class of. 500^695. ■ Eight 
percent graduated in a class of between 700 and 899, 42 had a clasYof 900 or* 
more and 32 had fewer than 100 classmates in their graduating clTss. When * 

masked how they ranked i n ; their graduating class, one-ttfird Si the freshmen 

indicated that they were in the .top 252 of their class, 302 were in. the top 102,^- 
\> -' . ■ 

, and 292 said in the 'upper half of the class. Only 52 indicated that they ranked 

in the lower half of their graduating classes. In terms*- of grades, over tw<& 

thirds'of the students- (682) earned a B average in high school, 172 had an A or 

* > 

A+ average, and 142 had a C average; overall, females earned higher grades than 
males. • jK^i ■ * 
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View of MftfCP • , ' ' ~ 

^ / 

Goi*ng to college seamed to be important to tfte students in the survey, 

* * * . ' * ) 

only 14% 'indicated that theynad evet serlousl^ considered not going. But 

< ,*\ /\ . 

j( * . „ > 

their reasons for attending were diverse: Getting abetter jot was the main 

* . ' " ' i 

reason for going 'to college, according to 332 of .the freshmen surveyed, 

particularly for Mathematical and Physical Sconces and Engineering students 

" >. ' . / • . ' / 

(49%). .Other reason^ citerd-*for attending .college t included gaining 3* general 

education ^(17^5 , preparing for graduate~$chool (1^1), and learning more about 

things (1U). Fiye percent or the sample indicated that tfrey simply wanted t^o 

ke more money. ' ■ 

m 

vVhen asked vhy they chose UMCP l/t particular, the largest percentage 

' ' ) ■ 

cited UMCP's good academic reputation, particularly students in Allied Health. 

Low tuition was the reason chosed by 142, 7XJchose UMCP (because they yanted to 

live at home, 7% because of advice frcm a former student/friend,' 4% cited 

special educational programs, 4% sai$t it was due to a relative's* wishes, f 

another i\% were not accepted elsewHert, and 28% of the sample cited "other" 

reasons. UMCP was tbfi initial choice of school for most of those surveyed, 

V ■ ' " 

with 55% .of students^ indicating that UMCP was their fitst choice of colleges 

X> ■ • • » 

and 24% indicating UMCP as their second choice. Only 3% reported that UJICP wars 
their last choice cfe schools. * 

The freshmen surveyed* indicated that ^heir knowledge of UMCp stemmed 

mostly from visits to campus (41%) and University publications such as the 

• * ♦ • 

4 4 » 

campus^ catalog (21%). College guides' such as Love joy's or Barron's Accounted 
fo /^approximately 6? of the freshmen's knowledge of th^ campute, while 3% of t the 
stqdints reported th?t most of tffeir knowledge^of UMCP was from the media (TV, 
radio, or newspapers)* . 



^ Almost one-third of the "freshmen (32^) stated that their parents were most 
influential 'in their decision to attend UMCp. Other* influential persons 
included other family memrfrs (ll%), University students (10%), high school 

students (52), and high school staff (AX). - 

< 

• AcadenicxPlans and Expectations * * 

Thirty-seven percent of the freshmen sample expect th$t> the highest degree 
they Would obtain would be a bachelor's, 33% planned to go on for a masters 
degree, 10* for a doctorate, 9% for a medical degree and 5% planned on a law 
4egree. . v . % ' 

* One item on the UNSC confronted students, with -the EtWistic that 
nationally about half of all university students leave 1 before receiving a 
degree, and asked them tq^sp*culate about possible reason? why theymigjit leave 
school. Twenty-eight percent of the UMCP freshmen said they, were absolutely 
cfertain that they would receive a degree, while 29% speculated £jiat they might 
leave for financial reasons (16% said that their college education might cost 
more than they" or Cheir^famil iep coulg afford ^and t3% indicated they might 
leave to accept a good job), arid 23% speculated r that they mi^ht leave for 
academic reasons (14V for lack of scholastic ability or insufficient acadendc 
skills, and 9% because of, disinterest in studies).- Infrerestingly, jjz bf the 
f^aales (but no males)' thought they might leave because of marriage, 

Students were largely optimistic in their expectations regarding their 

• m 

academic life at UMCP. Over two-thirds (*7%) of the - residents ■ felt; that 
channels for expressing .their complaints yJtpuld be readily,, available and that 
their courses would be stimulating and exciting (68*)," with females b6ing 
somewhat more likely to endorse the latter Statement (752 females v*. 60% 
males)..^ Thirty-six percent of the freshmen expected that their instructors 
would ckvt tffeout students, but 4 1% .were udsure. In t«ra#- of adjustment to 



coljege life, 452 expected to have a hard time adjusting to academic work (31% 
were unsure) but only 15% expected to have a hard time adjusting t(> the social 
4 life q£ college (with 27% being unsure). ^ \ 1 * ' 

In terras -of the relative importance of grades, 59% disagreed with the' 
statement "Getting a good grade *m a course is more important to me^ than 



learning the content- of the cours^/C25% were unsure and 16% agreed), but 71% 
thought that most high 'school students ^puld cheat on an exam if they thought 
they wouldn't be caught (18% were neutral, 11% disagreed) A 

In terms of economic expectations, about half (49%) of the students were 
worried abouf their ability tQ. finance their colLege education tespip e^the 
relative affluence of the sample compared to students *at other public 
I universities. r • 

■ 

« * • ■ ■ • i 

Activities . | 

1 

Over half (53%) of the respondents indicated that they planned to becoine 



i 



nvolved in one or more campus activities, while 22% <fcid that they didn't plan 

to, be active on campus because, they Wtguld need the time for studying. Compared 

to all other divisions, Agricultural & Life Sciences and Mathematical and 

Physical Sciences $ Engineering majors wete most likely to feel they needed the 

time for study (27% and 3£%, respectively) and Arts & Humanities students and 

Allied Health .students (65% and 64%) were most likely to state that they wanted 

to get involved in student activities. Overall, females were more likely to 

want to become involved than males (females 60%| males 45%). 

Three-fourths (76%) of the students said they wanted to join.campus clubs 

ajxd groups, but dnly 18% expected to become involved in religious activities on 
* * . 

campus. * 

Jfith reference .to sports and athletics, ^44% of the freshmen agreed with 
thrf statement "X closely follow one or.raore ttHCP athletic teams" while 25% were 



unsure and 31%-- disagreed. Not surprisingly, males were more likely than 
females to endorse this*item (53% miles vs. 3$% females). The majority (59%) 
of # students expected to participate ,in intramural sporty, with 24% unsure and 
^only 17% disagreeing. Again, more mattes than females endorsed this item (67%- 

\ 

males vs. 53% females). / 

A 

Study Habits and Skills ' 

In reporting their study Jiabits' during high school, 25% 'of the Sample 
reported studying 1-3 hours # per week, £3% 4-5 hours per week, 17% between 5 and 

* * ■ • 

8 hours weekly, f3% 9-12 hours, and 9% reported studying between ll and 17 

hours per week. Twenty*nme percent reported that 50% of their study time was 

crammed and 50%. was done systematically ahepd of time. Ttienty-four .percent 

stated that their cram/systematic study ratio was 70%/30%, and 23% utilized a 

* ■ i * 

30X/70Z ratio of study time. Only 1% did^all of their studying systematically 

• I % 

ahead of tine and, 14% nearly always cratnmed to meet deadlines. Over one-third 
of the students (35%) usually keep up vith their reading assignments, 25% were 
sometimes behind in their assignments, and 20% almost aJLways keep up with their 
work* Only 6% were almost always behind in reading assignments. 

Math and study skills were most often cited as the weakest academic areas 
for students, witn 22% specifying each. "Writing was the weakest area for 15% 
o*f the students, science courses for 13%, reading for 9%, taking exams for S%, 

and Tjote-taking for an9ther 6%. there were .sex differences on this it^n, vitflr 

** ' ' ' * * 

feraaled more likely to cite math and science courses as being problems, while 

males were more likely t«^have problems with note-taking, writing, and study 
y * 

habits. When analyze^ by* division, math was the weakest acea for students in 

Arts & Humanities, Humag & Community R esou rces, and Allied Health. In general^ 

students in the sciences reported that their weakest areas were writing, note* 
« * 

taking, and study habits. Interestingly, although only 15% stated that writing 

s t 

t 

\ 0 



' •• * • . -' • / 

wtffc^their weakest area and only 27% agreed with the statement "It is difficult 
i 

" i 

foi; me wifite papers," 872 of tfhe respondents indicated an interest in 

y 

improving their writing skills. Spelling skills were also seen as an area 

# y 

needijig improvement, with 67% of the freshmen indicating such an interest. In 
'tferms of non-academ^c skills students would most like to improve, 28% chose 
speaking before a group, 19% chose being oore assertive and 16% chose being 
more socially skilled. * b 

Use of S ervices ' * 

1 » - / 

^ Regarding counseling services, 65% wer$ interested in seeking counseling 
for their educational-vocational plans, 26% were unsure, and only 10%, 
disagreed. A smaller percentage 1 of students were interested in counseling for 
emotional or social concerns (18%) > \fith a large percentage being unsure or not 
interes ted^ (41% each) . Those who did express an interest in emotional/social 
counseling **e re most likely to be from (the Behavioral and Social Sciences 
division (compared to all other divisions). 

In terms of contraception services, 22% agreed with the statement "I 

^Xpect to use the yniversity Health Center for birth control information, 11 33% 

disagreed, and 43% were unsure. Interestingly K compared to aM other 

* ■ ^ 

divisions, students in Atfried Health were most likely to disagree with that 

statement. Females were only 'slightly more lylkely to agree) or disagree with 

the statement, while males were more likfely to be unsure (47% males vs. 40% 

» » 

females). 

* 

Social Concerns f . % ^ 

# 

UMCP students were m largely non-committal or unsure about social issues 

such as institutional racism^ the role ojc the State of Maryland in funding 
. * 

education, and the University's role in improving social conditions.. The 



v ro 



majority (63%) of students responded that they "don 1 t' know" why there are few 

» m t 

blacks at UMCP, 16% speculated that blacks prefer to go to black colleges,, 62 " 
sard the University's racist image discourages blacks, 32 said the university's 
tough reputation discourages them, and 12 believed that the university's racist 
_ practices discourages blacks from coming to UMCP. When i% comes to actively 
recruiting black students, the majority (512) were neutral, with 212'agreeing 

■ » 

that the University should recruit blacks and 28% disagreeing, 

*• ■ * 

Students" were also unsure about tta University' s role in solving social 

problems: 492 were neutral when asked to agree ^disagree with the statement 

"The university should ^use its influence to improve social conditions .in the 

State*' (thirty-eight percent* agreed with that item^and 122 ' disagreed) . 
/• « . 

\The, respondents were quite idealistic regarding the State of Maryland.' s rank 
with regard to per capita funding for higher education compared to other 
states. Twenty-ei^ht percent .incotrectly thought Maryland was among^he top 10 
states supporting higher education, 232 thought Maryland was among the next 10 " 
\ states, 232 believed Maryland to be above average and 62 guessed that Maryland 
was slightly below average. No students correctly perceived that Maryland is 
among the JO states least supporting" higher education. 

Students were somewhat more opinionated on issues that more directly would 
influence their lives. For example, 422 of the respondents believed that 
living togethe* before marriage rs. all right, while 182 disagreed. Almost a 
third (302) were still neutral, however. Forty-six percent favored the U.S. 
. boycott, of the 1980 §ummer Olympics, 292 ^id not and 242 remained unsure. 

I ** 

Students were about evenly, split on the item "I favo t r resumption of drafF 
registration even though I may one day face conscription as a result," with 302 
agreeing, 312 disagreeing, and 282 remaining neutral. But the majority (542) 

i 

favored drafting women for non-combat roles in the U.S. military, with 232 



ERIC 



11 



. ' - > 3 ' 

disagreeing and 21% unsure. Males were more likely to strongly agre^on the 

resumption of the draft (18% males vs. 7% females) and also strongly" favor the 

drafting of women (SJ3Zjaale« vs. 17% females^. . \ 

• * \ 

i — v- -.— . * 

Work Experience / * fc 

In terms of unpaid work, oyer half (52%) of the students surveyed had had 
experience doing volunteer work, particularly females (58% females vs. 46% 
males), , * ■ 

Most, students (53%) did not plan to work during their first year at UMCP; 
vhile 24% plan to work at, off-campus jobs, 5% will work in federally-funded 
work study programs on-cdmpus^and 9% will do othet on-campus work, , 

Over one-third (35%) earned .between $1,000 and $3,000 Ifist year, 22% 



earned between $500 and $99?, (18% earned between $100 and $<09, and 10% made 

/ * 

more than $3,000 in the l^st year. Only 7% had not earned any money within the 
past year, ^ ■ • y 



Careers x 



When asked what was most important ft> their long-term career choice, 11% 
, of the, freshmen chose intrinsic interest in m the field, ^4% cited high 
anticipated earnings, 13% specified work with people, 8% said job openings 
usually available, 7% chose rapid career advancement possibilities and another 
7% chose a well-respected ,or prestigious occupation. Nine percent stated that 
they had not^yet made a. career choice. Analysis by divisions shows" that 

T * ' ^ 

student* in Agriculture and Life ^. Sciences k chose their careers due„ to an 
'intrinsic interest in fche field,' while Mathematical and Physical Sciences and 
Engineering students look forward to job availabilities and to rapid 
advancement as wejl as high earnings. Behavioral & Social Sciences students 
seek career advancement, but also seek high-prestige occupations. Arts & 



4 \ / 

Humanities students desire. to work with ideas, while students in the division 
of Human 4 Community Resources Wbjit to work witl\ people ahd expect /jobs to be 
readily available* Allied Health students also sought their careers due t^an' 
interest ijt working witl) . people, while students in General Studies w6re most 

' ' ; • . 

likely to Indicate they had not yet made a career choice (see Table 2). 

In. t^rtns of non* tr^i 5 iona 1 j^r^p^ females were more -likely to .have 
explored and to have been supported' exploring non-traditional careers than 
were males. About J8Z of the respondents h^d 'talked t6 people in non^ 

traditional*careers.(such as women engineers, male nurses, ate.)', of these, 33% 

. • v * , 

were feftate and 21Z were male. During high school, 36Z of the students tfere* 

* , * *' ' 

encouraged to explore, nan- traditional* interests an<l activities, anfi of these, 

npt 

percentages 



482 /were female and' 23Z were malt*. For the 33% who felt they were 
encouraged >o explore non-*raditibnal activities, and male/ female percent 



were almost reversed (42Z ftales and 24Z females). Two-thirds of vail, 
respondents (66Z) -stated that their families would be supportive if they chose 
a iwn-tradjtional career,- but agaui more of these were females (89%) than males 
(50Z) H * \ 

\ On* an £tem which said:- "It's OK for a woman to work outside the home as 
long as she continues to assume her primary responsibilities .of home and child 
care," 642 agree&^OZ disagreed, and 22* were neutralities were more likely 
to be neutral on this item than were females (27Z males vs. IBZ female s)^while 
females we « ©ore likely to either strongly agree 029* females vs. 212? males) 
or strongly disagree '(6% females **. 3* males). ' 

Comparison >to National Honns \ \ + * . 

Th^4980 freshman class at JUMCp/ia similar, in most, ways to national norms 

, , • #' * 

of 1979 entering freshmen at ojther , public universities. Based on data 
Collected through the American^ Council on Education by Astin et, aL (1979), 
these similarities extend from demographic characteristics to attitudes and 
expectations vabout*^olleg£. 



For example, students nationwide agreed with UMCP freshmen that getting a 
better job and getting an^ education were ^he most important reasons for 
deciding to go to college. Most students also agreed that they chose their 

particular, scjiool because of its academic reputation (57% nationally). 

. \ ■* - 

t # 

Freshmen nationwide were generally optimistic about their future. Like UMCP 

t 

students, they expected to be satisfied ttith college, to get their degree? and 
^to find a job in their preferred % field. Few expected to transfer to another 

college or to drop out £or any reason.. One concern, however, that was 

* • 

expressed involved the cost of higher education. " Over half of the 

national sample indicated that financing their cpllege education was of sra^ 
concern t<x them, and 14% indicated that it was a major concern. In the UMCP 
sample a^out half (49%) expressed concern about this same issue. c 

Slight differences between the UMCP sample and the national norms occurred 
only in terms of two demographic variables. Although the UMCP and national 
samples ajre both predominantly white (82% UMCf> vs. 92% nationally), there are 
slightly more minority students at UMCP. Black students ccpiprised aboit 6% of 
the Students in public universities' nationwide, comoarefr to 11% in the tJKCP 
^sample. There were also slightly more As ian^^odJIis panics at UMQ^ (3% vs? 1% 
nationally). T^Le differences may in part be' due to the large bl'ack and 
Tdreign diplcJm^SfPpopulation in the greater Washington, D.C. "metropolitan 

■area, of .which UMCP is * part. ■ 
• * 

Geographic promixity to Washington. D.C. mpy also account for the 
t ■ 

♦relatively greater affluence of fche UMCP simple, discussed earlier, due to the 

* * ■ 

large nuifiber of workers employed by the federal government residing in suburban 
Maryland. 
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Table 



Item 14: Whicl/o^e^flWb^ following contributed' most to^y our own development 



daring the past yefcr? 



1. Social life (daging, parties, /*tc.) 



/- 



2. Job Experience * 

3. Friendships ma£e 

4. Course work** * 



$. Independent^tiyjy/research 

6. Contact with teachers/ counselors 



Table 



all 

2 freshmen 
20 



20* 

19 
.7 

7 
6 



1st Choice by Division 

Human & Community 
Resources 4 
C eneral Studies 

Behavioral & Social * 
Sciences 

Arts & Humanities' t 
All 

♦ 

Agricultural & Life 
Sciences , 
Allied Health . 

Arts & Humanities 

- Allied-Health 
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Item 23: Which of the foljoviog is moat important in your long-tern career 
* choice? t 



Intrinsic interest in the field 
Work wjkh people 



High anticipated earnings 

-v \ % , • 

Job openings 

Rapid career advancement possible 



Well-respected* prestigious occupation 



W ork with'ideas 
No career choice 
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Division 

Agriciiltprai & Life 
Sciences 

Human & Community. 
Resourced; 
Allied Health > 

Behavioral & Social - 
Sciences; 

Mathematical & Physic a 
Sciences & Engineering 

Mathematical & 'Physical 
Sciences & Engineering 

Mathematical & Physical 
Sciences & Engineering 
Behavioral"! Social 
Sciences % 

Behavioral & Social 
Sciences, . 

'Arts &- Humanities 

General Studied .' 



